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ABSTBACT * . 

To obtain information concerning current practices in 
placing community college students in English ComFOsition courses^ a 
^ two-page questionnaire was mailed to each of California's 93 
community colleges; replies were received from 62* Summarit^s of the 
replies are provided in seven tables^ Observations resulting trom the 
survey data include the following: {1} 61% of the colleges indicated 
they "screen^" select^ or use some procedure which attempts to place 
students at an apprcpriate level of English Composition; (2) 13i 
allowed students to enroll in a courserof their" Ghoosing or indicated 
that English 1A did not have prerequisites; (3) colleges with less 
than 10 contract instructors in the English Department were more 
likely to allow students to choose their course; (4) 89% of the 
colleges that screen their students incorporate an objective 
examination^ such as the American College Testing program English 
Test and the Cooperative English Tests^ English EKpression^ in their 
placement procedu;^ ■ For grade 13 or entering Freshman students^ the 
median minimum score reported for placement in transfer level Engllb-h 
composition is the 60th percentile; (5) only 52% reported at least 
some degree of satisfaction with the test(s) they were using; (6) 7% 
of those colleges that place students into defined levels use a 
sample of the students* writing ability only; 43% use both essay and 
objective test; (7) 81% ask entering students for entrance or 
placement test data for admission to the college; (8) 65% 
admirilstered a standardized reading test; and (9) 30% require ' 
students who score below average on reading tests to enroll in a 
reading classp (DB) 
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LONG BEACH COhMlJNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 
Long Beach City College 

Current Practices of Placing Studsnts in English Composition 
Courses in the California Comiiiunity Colleges i 
Some Answers to QuestianB Asked in an "English Placement Quostiomialre" 

BiickCTOund . Judging by the large selection of standardlged English aGjiiovemsnt 
and placement, tests availablQ on the mrket today and by some of the coments 
volunteered by respondents to our recent questionnaire/ placement of comnmnlty 
college students in the appropriate level of English CompOBition courses is of 
considerable concern to many. Early last year^ this sajne area of concarn prompted 
the formation of a conmiittee of Long Eeach City College English composition in- 
structors and college coiinselors. After studying many of the standardised English 
tests now in print and reviewing reports of related studies, the Gonraittee members 
as a group still felt somewhat handicapped by their lack of infomation concerning 
current practices in placing community college students in EngHsh Composition 
courses, l^ftiile no one wishes to feel bound by modal practice^ one still fuels 
more comfortable if he knows what the prevailing practice is in a given area-^or 
whether there really is a recopiizable prevailing practice. 

I rocedure. h'rom the initial committee activities a decision was reached that 
it would be necessaiy to design and circulate an inquiry form or questionnaire in 
an attempt to secure the needed information- Q;uestions to be included on the 
inquiry fom were composed by thu committee memborSj vdth some suggestions for the 
fomat provided by the college research office. In NovCTiber 1972, copies of a 
two page questionnaire were raailed"-together with a cover letter and return 
envelope^=-to the English Department Chairman in each of California's community 
colleges. By the middle of January 1973 j replies had been received from 62 eom- 
munity colleges^^a 67 percent retui^n. It may be of some interest to note that at 
least 72 percent of the California Conmunity CoDlege Districts are represented in 
the returned questionnaires. (Four college representatives failed to identify 
Lheir nchool and are not included in this figure.) The fact that the districts 
participating in this siirvey generated approximately 64 percent of the total 
fiscal ADA for the California coranunity colleges in 1971-7f may also be of inter= 
est. A list of the colleges retm^ning completed inquiiy forms is appended to 
this report* 

Findings . Details from this survey are surranarized by a series of seven tables 
in this report. Each of these tables is nmnbered to correspond to one of the 
seven questions on the inquiry form. Although each table is referred to in the 
singular j several of the tabler actiially consist of a cluster of tables^ which 
siramarige responses to additional questions related to the topic question. The 
format of these tables reflects a p'ouping of the answers to the questions on the 
inqmry form by the size of English Department contract staff. This separation 
of data originated with the belief that the sige of the college, as reflected by 
the number of instructors in the English Department, could have a decided Influence 
on the institutional policy governing student placement in English Composition 
courses. Many respondents to the questionnaire volimteered additional explanatory 
comments I thus clari:^ing and expanding their answers to the questions on the 
inquiry form. These conments have been Included in this report as anonymous foot« 
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notefi to the data tables* In some inotancefij however, in an attempt to reduce 
the length of thiG report, we havo taken the liberty of selocting from theoe 
sometimes lengthy coiranents wliat we conGider to be the heart of the infonnation 
provided. Hopefully, thin editorialising ha^ not altered the intended meaning 
of theuB comments. 

All of the datr, received for this Hm^vey, except an noted abovSj have.beeu in- 
cluded in the tables developod for this report. The goneral reader of this 
summaiy my prefer^ however^ a listing of oome of the observations generated by 
these data. The following points may be of opecial interest* 

, Ainong the coimmmity colleges supplying information about cui^rent practices 
in placing students in English Composition courses, fifty four (54) colleges^ 
or 87 percent^ Indicated they "screen^*' select, or use some procedui'e whloh 
attempts to place students in an appropriate level of English Compoi:dtion* 
(Table l) 

On the other hand, representativeo from eight (8) other colleges who re- 
turned the inquiiy form (13 pei^cent) indicated that a student was permitted 
to enroll in an English Composition com*se of the student *s choosing, or 
that English lA did not have prerequisites* (Tables 1 and 5) 

* Although the practice of pemltting students to ''place" themsalves In an 
English Composition course waa not limited to small colleges, a student 
attending a college vdth less than ten contract instructors in the English 
Department i^s more apt to encounter this practice than a atudent attending 
a conmunity college with a larger English Department staff, (Table 5) 

. Among those commuMty colleges that do ''screen" their sttidents for place^ 
ment in an appropriate level of English Composition, nine of every 10 
colleges (89 percent) incorporate an objective examination in their place- 
ment procedure. The nationally-normod, standardized tests^ in the order 
most frequently mentioned by the college representatives ^ are the American 
College Testing Program (ACT) English Test, and the Cooperative English 
Tests, English Expression, Es^resaed as a percentile^rank score for grade 
13 or entering frestoian students ^ the median minimum score reported for 
placement in transfer level English Coraposition is the 60th percentile* 
(Tables 2, 2a, and 2c) 

Among the colleges using an objective test or tests in their English 
placement proceduresi the degree of satisfaction with the effectiveness 
of the test is not conmensurate %Ath the decree of utilization, ' Only 
52 percent reported at least some de^ee of satisfaction with the test(s) 
they are using* Twenty five (25) percent were not satisfied, and the 
remaining 23 percent did not respond to this section of the inquiry form, 
(Table 2d) ' = 

Among the cormiunlty colleges that direct students into defined levels of 
English Compositioni four college representatives (7 percent) indicated 
that their English placement procedure revolves solely about a sample of 
the students* writing ability. (Table 3 and 5b) 
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. Forty three U3) percent of those collegGS that charmel students into 

spGCified lexelp of English Composition use both an essay arid an objectiv© 
test in this procedure. HepresentativeG of theoe nchools indicated 
through their voluntrt^ written comiients that the essay is moot commonly 
written in claso during the first week to verify the student's ability 
level in written comintmi cation. (Tables 4.^ 4a ^ and 5b) 

* Among the sixty two (62) individual colleges retmmng the inquir/ form, 
four colleges in evei^ five (81 percent) ask entering students to' submit 
entrance or pILacement test data for admission to the college. Aljiost 
.one half (48 percent) of these colleges accept scores from the American 
College Testing Program (ACT), and forty five (45) percent use one of the 
forms of the .School and College Ability Te^st (SCAT) , either by itself or 
in conjunction \dth one or more other tests. /This does not mean that 
only 7 percent of the colleges in our sample use some other test* Many 
college repreisentatives indicated scores- from two or three different tests 
were acceptable. These schools are counted in both categories mentioned 
abov^ (Table) 6) 

. Forty (40) of the colleges participating in this suj^vey^ or 65 percent 
indicated that a standardized reading test was administered to students at 
their college, One half of these schools (2l) ^ however^ comnented that 
reading tests were administered to "some of the students'' only^ or in 
reading improvement classes. The Nelson^Denny Reading Test was most often 
mentioned as the reading test used^ followed by the Cooperative Reading 
Comprehension Test* (Tables 7 and 7a) 

* Among those colleges using standardiged reading tests ^ almost one in every 
three (30 percent) stated they require students who score below average to 
enroll in a reading class^ while 23 percent of these schools stated, "We 
reconimend reading" or "l^e encourage enrollment In reading." On the other 
handj 35 percent of these colleges do not require reading for those students 
with weak reading skills, and 13 percent did not answer* (Table 7b) 

^ ^ ^ # . 4f ^ 

\ . 

Some Comme^v^ts and Observations 

Limitations and Cautions , At the risk of minimizing any potential values from 
this swvey, some lim.itatlonG should be mentioned, nevertheless. An effort 
was jmade to Include questions of local interest in the area of placKnent 
practices in English Composition courses, at the same time, not include so many 
questions in the inquiry form that others would feel imposed upon in responding. 
As a oonsequenoe, this study is in no sense intended to be an intensive, In-'depth 
investigation of placement practices. As mentioned earlier in this report, 
inqmry forms were mailed to 93 California Community Colleges | 62 colleges 
completed and retui^ned the questionnaire. This report merely attempts to 
suimnarlze the responses submitted by those college representatives who took 
the time to supply answers to our questions. Although we feel these responses 
are representative of California coirmmity colleges in general, since we did not 
obtain 100 percent participation from the schools queried, this is merely an 
assumption on our part. 
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Appreciation , We are extremely grat^fuj. to those heads of English departments 
who found time in their busy sohedule£i to supply ansvrers to the ques-^ions on 
oiir two page inquiry form* That was a great example of inter-college cooper- 
ation. We thank you sincerely * 

At' this levelj we vdsh to give special recognition to It, Williajm Johnson 
of the LBCC English Department* As chaim£*n of tho English Placement Comraitteej 
he coordinated the preparation and distribution of the two page questionnaire, 
in this office, credit for typing the tables and final report belongs to Mrs, 
Susanna Clark, 

Distri bution , A co^ of this report has been mailed to each collage representa^ 
tive who joined with us in this survey ^ and who indicated on their inquiry fom 
that they wished to receive the final report* The report has also been sent 
to ERIC (Educational Resources Inforiiiation Center) Clearinghouse for Junior 
Colleges at UCLA for possible inclusion in their files. We have a small niimber 
of additional copies of this report- Within the limits of our supply, we will 
be glad to forward these if a college iftdshes to request one or more additional 
copies * 

George Becker . 
Research Office 
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TablQ 1 

Htaspondonts' Answers to i.,uest-ion Numbor 1: 



Doac Your School Have A Screonlng Irocgss For 1 lacing Gtiidento 
an Rrjmedial nnd Trnncftjr Gompopitlon ClnonoD? lea No 



Sl7 

L 


oJ' Contract Englinh 
lepf! I' tinent I'hoiLl ty 


(n) 


Yen 


fto 




1 


- 5 


Inr'itruct'jrs 


u 




3b/ 




6 


= lU 


' Instructorr; 


11 


10 






11 


- 15 


ins true tor F, 


1? 




0 




16 


- 20 


1 nBtructora 


2 


0 


23/ 




21 


- 25 


Instructors 


8 




0 




26 


- 30 


Instruotors 


9 


•as/ 


1 




Over 


30 Ins 


tructoro 


6 


5 


1 








Totals 


62« 


5i (87« 


8 (13^ 


0 



TMr- total representn a 67 percent retm^n of the original 93 questiomiaireG 
mailed to conuiiunity collegs hoads of English Departments, 
^Ono coliaecj representative oomented^ "In the pact our most satisfactory 
plricernfDnt proCGduj^es were baoed on evaluation of a v/riting sample pre^ 
diction of success an suggeoted by an ACE score, (Ainerican Council on 
Kducation precui^Bor of the SAT, We found this test good because it was 
short, and although limited In value, just about what we needed to make 
declalons in borderline c^iGeo.) Having studentc ^ place' themselves re^ 
suited in more hnisfitc' than in the foregoing pi^ocedure, but counselor 
plaeeniont (cm^rent method) Id the moyt faulty of tho three methods tried J' 
b/Tho provident of a new collega oporating an Interim progrmn comented^ "V/e 
do not use and will not une any tent for □eloction in English.. Students 
who cfumot meot lA standards are given 51 credit or a V/, V/e have no 'F^ 
grade. Awai»d of 51 Gredit only afteir individual conference with student • 
Student who recoivos 51 credit may enroll in lA during the uext semester. 
System seems to work very Vfell," 
c/"V/e are in the firut year of an opim ddor policy on compordtion. The results 

are incomplete, but they have not been disappointing, ,Oiir decision to tiy 

the changes was a resu].t of om^ belief that? 

1) i^xcept in cases which are extreme ^ strong motivation for success in 
composition is more cT^itlcal than a 'passing' test score, 

2) Remedial coui^se work, when not voluntarily takenj carries a veiy 
strong ^dLUVibbell^ stigma. 

3) Test scores in thenBelves are not a clear indication of success or 
failure* , , , 

4) The student's opporttinlty to make the scheduling decision may in 
itself be a very beneficial factor. 

The prlmry reiults we have been able to observe are that composition failures 
hay© not inereaied and \d.thdrai,^ls have Increaeed slightly. Also, we are doing 
^ much more with individual conferences and one-to-one relationshipe * " 

ERIC 
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d/One collega representative oonmented| "We are eonsidering abandoning testing 
and allowing 'open' enrol3jnBnt in any level namposition olaas based "on mitually 
arrived at etudent»college-coun8elor agrQement. The teaDher wot^d have the 
right to 'promote* or 'demot©' a student so placed," 

Another representative cosnnented^ *'A11 studente must take a plaQement test| 
but teat results ere diagnostiC jnot prescriptive. Student and counselor then 
select an appropriate English oourae..*In any event, the student has the right 
to'mleplace' hi]^elf . " 

Still another college representative oomented^ "Our researoh has shovm that the 
Cooperative toglish Test does an adequate Job of differential placement in oiar 
three-level, pre-lA sequence. The problem is how to adadnister It to incoming 
freatoen prior to or dm-ing the registration process | until now w have been 
plaoing students in pre-lA classes by means of counselor Jud^ent and high school 
grades and then 'shuffling' etudenta among the 3-levela after testing in the 
claaaroom. This proeedOTe wastes instructional time and presente a problem 
keeping acciirate recorda of where a atwient is actually enroll^* (The lA atudents 
are deterMned by ACT score and high school p'adea*)" 
a/One college representative commented, collei^is in the second year of a tym 

year experiment in open enrollment..,, tfe idll be evaluating the experiment in mld^ 
January, , * 

le representative for one college commented^ "We use the Davis Reading Teat for 
initial plaoOTent* English teachers then get a student writing sample during 
the first couple of class meetings and transfer students who are in the wrong 
class* This approach has been far more auccessful than our earlier plaoement 
practices based on SAT and SCAT, We presently transfer leas than 100 students 
of the 2500 (approxlfflate figure) taking composition." 





* » # 

Table 2 




» < 


(Only 


iiespondents' Annwers 
those who answered affirmE 


to ',}uoatlon 
itively to qi 


Number 2 
iQstion number 


one) t 


lo you use 


an objective axaminntlon ( 

Yes 


[in the Kngli 

ilo 


.sh "screaning" 


process) ? 


Size of Contract Englioh 
Departmant Faculty ■ 


(n) 


Yes 


No 


1-5 


InstructorB 


6 


5 


1 


6 - 10 


InHtructorn 


10 


. 7 


3 


11 - 15 


InotructorE 


17 


17 


0 


16 - 20 


InDtructora 


0 






21 - 25 


Instructors 


S 


7 


1 


26 - 30 


Instructors 


8 


7 


1 


Over 30 


Instructors 


5 


5' 


0 



mism 6 (11^) 



Uo tals 



54 



^*^This total alno represents 77 percent of those collsges retiurmng" the 
quootionnair©. 
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Respondonic' Answers to WiiQstion NumbGr 2.1 
(Only ThosG V/lio AnsworGd Arfirmatively to ijuestion Niunber Two) t 

I'/hich Objective Exfiminntlun(B) do you \ise? 

a* Ainerlcan ColJeg^ Testo (ACT) ^ Test 1, English 

b. Scholnstlc Aptitude Test (SAT) ^ Verbal 

c. School and Collego Ability Teot (SCAT), Verbal 

d. CoopGrativ© I'lnglloh ExpreGsion Test 

e. liirduo English Jaaoamunt Test 

f. Iowa Tests of Educationol DGvelopmGnt (ITED) ^ //3 = 
Correctness and Appropriateness of bixprennlon 

g* Local or Instructor Designed 

h. Other Tosts Mentioned .One Time 



Size of Contract English 
Department Faculty 






Response to Q. 


2.1 






(n) 


a. 


b. 


c. 


d, e. 


f . 


g. 


h. 


1-5 


Instructors 


5 


2 


1 


] 


1 0 


1 


1 




6 ^ 10 


Instructors 


7 


5 


1 


4b/ 


1 0 


0 


0 




11 - 15 


Instructurn 


17 


7 


n 


1 


9S/ 1 


0 


1 




16 - 20 


Instructorr: 


0 
















21 ^ 25 


Instructors 


7 


2 


0 


0 


0 0 


]. 


0 




26 ^ 30 


Instructors 


7 


2 


0 


1 


1 0 


0 


0 


xl/' 


Over 30 Instructors 


5 


1 


2 


1 


2 1 


0 


1 




. . TotalB^^ 


47 


17 


6 


8 U 2 


.2 


3 


7 



-Because soine colleges use ir:ore than one standardised test for English- placement/ 
the total number of touts is greater than the nuiaber of collegen using objective 
tests (n) , 

^Nelson^Denny Reading Test* 

b/One department head coiranented^ aronH Hatinfled v/lth SCAT so we are changing 
tc STEP but haven^t uaed it yet." (Sequential Test of Educational Progress) ^ 

^Representatives of three colleges indicated the Cooperative English Test and 
SCAT are both used for Engll£:h placement. 

d/Stanford Achievement Tests ^ Heading. 

e/Scdence Hesearch Associates (SRA) Reading for Understanding. 
r/D:.vis Reading Test, 

^"Brown^Haugh College English llacement Test. 
h/Cooperative Reading Coraprehension Test. 
i/Gulick Vooabulary Test. 
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Table 'Jh 

Respondenta' Answera to Question NuinbQr 2.2 
(OrLly thoae who answered affirmatively to Question number two) s 



Do yon ufse cut-off scores or 
Compoiition 


' porcentil^ 
Students ? 


0 scores 
Yes No 


to screen 


English 


Size of Contract English 
Department J^'aculty 


(n) 


Yes 


No No 


Response 


1-5 Instructors 


5 


5 


0 


0 


6 - 10 Instructors 


7 


7 


0 


0 


11 - 15 Inatructors 


17 


16 


0 


1 


16 - 20 Instructors 


0 








21 - 25 Instructors 


7 


7 


0 




26 - 30 Instructors 


7 


4 


0 


3 


Over 30 Instructors 


5 


5 


0 


0 


Totals 


m 


44 


0 


4 




ERIC 
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Table 2c 

rtespondonto' Answers to tjuestlon Number 2,3 
(Ori3.y those renponding affdrmtjvely to qiiestion number 2*2) i 

VHiat ere tho cut^-off scores or percentile sooreo used to screen 

students for ItlngliBh lA? 

a. i\merican College TeBts (ACT) ^ Test 1, English 

b. Scholastic' Aptitude Test (SAT)| Verbal 

c. School and College Ability Test (SCAT), Verbal 
dp Cooperative English Expression Test 

e. Purdue English Placenient TeGt 

f* Iowa Tests of Educational Development (ITED) , #3 

g* Local or Instructor designed 

h. Other Tests Mentioned 



tl±7iB of Contract English 
Dejmrtment faculty 






ocoras'' 


bv Test 






(n) 


a* 


b . c . d . 


a, f. 


g- 


h. 


1-5 Instructors 


5 


60 


60 50 


60 


70 




6 - 10 Instructors 


7 


60 


50 60 












47 


30-55 














70 












50 










11 - 15 Instructors 


16 


70 


SO ^° 5^ 
^^^-75 35 




70 








75 


54 40 












75 


60 














47 








16 - 20 Instructors 


0 


























21 - 25 Instructors 


7 


64 




82 






26 - 30 Instructors 














4 


47 








Over 30 Instruotoi^s 


5 


56 


56 60 48 


58 






Total 


a 





^All scores eaq^ressed as percentile scores unless otherwise specified. It 
was assuined that the "norm*' group, for scores reported as percentiles, Is 
that of entering freshnion students. To be oonsiGtent, where possible, scores 
reported as raw scores ^ standard scores or converted scores have been changed 
to national grade 13 percentile scorcis, Tho 60th percentile is the median 
score reported. 
a/Nelson-Denny Reading Test (70) . 

b/Standard Achievement, Reading^ 10.0 grade placement score » 
c/Davis Reading Test, raw score 57* 
^Brovm-Haugh College English Placement Test (65) , 
^/Cooperative Reading Comprehension Teat (40) , 

f/Sclence Research Associates (SUA) Reading for Understanding, 12,0 p*ade place= 
ment Score* 

g/Gullck Vocabulaiy Test (70) A sliding scale using both test score and HS GPA is 
used with a GPA above 2.^0 a lower test score is acceptable. 
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Table 2d 

Respondents' Answers^ to Question Number, 2, 4 
(Only those responding af firaativelj to question number 2) i 

Are you satisfied with the propiosis of the exajn? 

Yes 

b . Somewhat 
0. No 

d. No Response 



Si^e of Contract English 




Number 


respondine to 




Department Faculty 


(n) 


a. 


b. 


c. 


d 


1-5 Instructors 


5 


2 


1 


2 


0 


6 -^10 Instruoto'rs 


7 


1 


2 


3 


2 


11 15 Instructors 


17 


7 


3 


2 


4 


16 - 20 Ins true tors 


0 










21 - 25 Instructors 


7 


3 


0 


2 


2 


26 - 30 Instructors 


7 


1 


1 


2 


3 


O^&T 30 Instructors 


5 


3 


1 


1 


0 


Totals 


48 


17 (35?) 


8 (171) 12(25$) 11(23; 



*Thls question, as It appeared on the inquliy form, was designed 
for a yea -no reaponsa, but because of the mary witten comaents 
to this question, categoiy "b" v&s added when the responses were 
tabulated. 
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Table 3 

Hespondents' Answers to ^uostion NiijiibGr 3 
(Only [.ho^e responcllnf^^ arfirmatlvely to nuention nujuber one) i 



Do you use only an ossay as a screening e:caitiinoiion 
(For Englinh placement)? Iqs Ho 



Sl^Q or Cgntract iiinglj.sh 
Department Faculty 


(n) 


Yoo 






1-5 


Instructors 


6 


0 


6 




6 - 10 


Instruutors 


10 


3 






11 - 15 


Inotructors 


17 


0 


17 




16 - 20 


Ino true tors 


U 








21 - 25 


Instruotors 




u 


8 




26- 30 


Inntruc tors 


8 


1 


7 




Ovor 30 


Inntructors 




0 


5 






Totrils 




u { 


V-i) 50 0 




-Of those 


responclinfj nffit'niatl 


VQly, t,wQ colic 


jgon 


Indicated tho 


y have 



developod departrnQntnl criteria Tor Qstablinhing atudents* "level| 
one English lJoi)aj'tnion L .'i3.1ows each toachei' i;o use his own judgment, 
and one i-espondent did not complete this particular section, 
a/One college representativo coimnented^ *'lin uned to grade themos«- 
required of all-=^but loo many ntudant,n nov/J' 



English Placement Study (2/73) 

Tablo L 

Respondents Answers to Question Nunbor 4 
(Only those I'saponding affirmatively to question numbor one) % 







Do you uoe both an m 
(for Englis 


5 say End at 
sh plaoQiner 


1 objective examination 
lb)? Yes Mo 


Size 
De] 


of ' 
part] 


Contract English 
ment Faculty 


(n) 


. Yes 


Ho 


1 


- 5 


Instructors 


6 


3 


3 


6 


^ 10 


Instructors 


10 


3 


7 


11 - 


^ 15 


Ins true tors 


17 


7 


10 


16 ^ 


^ 20 


Instructors 


0 




•* 


21 - 


^ 25 


InstrUGtors 


8 


4 


A 


26 ^ 


^ 30 


Instructoro 


8 


3 


5 


Over 


30 Inetructora 


5 


3 


2 






Totnle 


5k 


23 {m% 


) 31 (5?^) 
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Table 4a 

Summaiy of llespondonts ^ VolimteOTed Gonunonts Halatlng 
to an Unasked Wuestionj Wliich Should Have Been Asked i 

If a qualifying egsay Is used for student placement in 
English Compositioni whan is it urltten ? 

a. Before or durihg registration 

b* Duid.ng fii^st doy of class 

e. Dinging first week of class 

d* Time not speclfie^/nu coiMeat 



Size of Contract English 
Department Faculty 




Number 


C 


onmiBntinff 


(n) 


a. 


b 


> c. 


d 




Ino true tors 


2 




1 




1 


6 ^ 10 


InstructorB 


6 


1 


1 


2 


2 


11 - 15 


Instructors 


7 




1 


2 


■ 4 


16 ^ 20 


Instructors 


0 










21 - 25 


Instruotors 


„. 5 






1 




26 - 30 


Instructors 


4 


1 




1 


2 


Over 30 


Inntructors 


4 




1 




3 


Totals 


23 


2 


4 


6 


16 



^At one college Initial placement In English Composition ia made 1^ the 
high Bohool Engliih Departrntnt, This "plaeement" my be eontestad by 
the student^ however^ his eubndtting an essay to the oollege staff in 
eupport of hie ease. 
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iliB£jpondents* Answers to Question Number 5 
(Only thoBQ who annwered no to question one) t 

If you do not "screan*' youi- students ^ on what basis are they 
plnced in English clussefi? 



a. 


Counnelor placement 


b. 


High School lOngllnh grfides 


c. 


High School gi^ade point average 


d. 


Genyral Entrance exariilnation 


e. 


Student choice 


f . 


Other 



Slsa of ContraGt Kngliah 


Ntiinber Respondine to 0. 6 


Departmsnt Faculty 


(n) 


a. b. n. d, e. 


f . 


1 - 5 Instructors 


3 


3 




6 -10 InstruGtors 


1 


1 




11 -15 Instructors 


0 






16 - 20 InstruGtors 


2 


1 




21 - 25, Instructors 


0 






26 30 Instruators 


1 


1 




Over 30 Instructors 


1 


1 




Totals 




7 2 


^^Decause some i*eprQsenlatives chocked inorG than one responpe, 
response is more than eight* 
/Student performance in English lA, 


tho total 
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TablQ 5a 



RospondGntn' Answorp tc Question Nmnber 5 
(A.LthQunh quGLition nujiibGr flv© wau to bo ancwGred only by those rQ.^poncIing no to 
nuostlun one, innny who reGponded afflrimtively to number one also cheokod responnoG 
Tor rjunritinn Xive. The responBOfi of these rGpreoentatlves are summarized bBlQw.)i 
...on what baolG are they (students) placed in English classen? 



a, 
b. 
c i 
d. 

f . 



CounBelor placement 

High School English gradea 

High School grade point avei^age 

General Entrance Exainlnation 

Student choice 

Other 



of ContraQt English 
Department Faculty 



1 

6 

11 
116 
21 
26 



5 Instructors 

10 Instructors 

15 Instructors 

20 In.^tructorfi 

25 Instructora 

30 Instructors 



Over 30 Instructora 



Totals 

representatives checked more than 
more than 25. 



Number Responding to Q, 5 



a. 



c. 



as/ 1 1 

12 1 
4 3 4 



3 
1 



58/ 3 



2 
1 
7 

1 

3 
1 



^ 



11 12 9 15 1 8 

ono response J therei'ore, total I'saponse^ii 



a/Ons collego represBntativs indicated that initial English Compoaltlon placement Is 
based upon counselor recoimnondiitlon uelng high school' grades and placemant teat 
acorea, but the final recoiranondatlon Iw mda by tha InDlructor after the first 
wGQk in elasB, 
b/Wrltlng stimple . 
a/Local EngllBh plaGQinGnt . 

acceptublo acora on OooporatlvQ Ungllsh Test after one semestsr in remedial 
courao work, or after two seinGsters in remedial coiiTBe work, 
l/One English Department Head oominented, "QenQrally, in spite of our plaoement policy, 

studentfl BohediLLe thoniselves into whatovar they i/ant." 
f/The student 'g former high school English Department rimkos the reooimnsndation for 
the "lQvel"of EngliBli Compoaltlon to be attsrnpted at the oollegs. If tha Btudent 
does not conouj-, ho may challonge the raoommondation by witing a composition to be 
evaluated by the colloge English staff. 
z/ One colloga ropreoentatlve cornmontod, "kTiQn the ACT coore io marginQl, counoelors 

may place atudonts on the basis of high pphool Encllsh gradoo." 
W h short student essay wiltten at regiatmtion and ovaluated at that tlmo by the 
l'.nglish Department Staff. - 

1/ Inntruetors of liingliah lA are onoouraged to obtain a diagnostic essaiy diu-ing the 
first week to verify approprlttte placomont level. . " ' ^ ' ■ 

J/ uatisfuctoiy oomplQtion of tho precQdlng level of English oompoBition. 
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Table 5b 

Buimnary of Plficement Procedm^es For English Composition as Currently 
rractlced in the California Community Colleges (Questions 1 through 5) 

(fe62). 

a* Student Choice 

b. Baaed on V/riting Sample only 

Dased on Objective Tost only 
d* Based on. Objective Test and Verified by Writing 

Samplo 

0* Baocid on Objective Test and high school grades 

(UounGelor placement) 
f. Other 



Size of Contract English 
Department PactLLty 


Placement Procediare 


(n) 


a. 


b, c 


d. 


a. f . 


1 5 Insti^UGtors 


n 


3 


3 


2 


1 


6 - 10 Instructors 


11 


1 


3 2 


3 


1 


11 - 15 Instructorfj 


17 




10 i/ 


7 




16 20 Instructors 


2 


2 








21 - 25 Instructors 


S 




3 


A 


1 1^ 


26 30 Inntructors 


9 


1 


1 2 


3 


2 


Over 30 Instructoi's 


6 


1 


1 


A 




Totals 


62 


3 (13^) A (65e) 2l(34tt 23(37^) 5(8^) 1(2;? 



a/ Rapresentativea ftom two collegee oofflmented that they were ale© in the prooeeB 
of revising placement proeedurei* 

Initial placement reooimonded ^ high school Ingllsh Department may be 
contested ^ the etudent. He then wrltee an essay for ooneideratien by the 
cQllege Engllah Department. 



ERLC 
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Table 6 
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Respondents •Answers to Question Number 6i 
If you use a genaral entrance test, which one(s) do you use? 



ERIC 



c* 

h. 

i. 



School and College Ability Test (SCAT), Level I 
School and College Ability Test (SCAT), Series II 
Cooperative English E^^ression Test, Form 1 
Cooperative Raadlng Comprehension Test, Fom 1 
American College Testing Ftogram (ACT) 
Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 
Combination of or b, and c, (two teste) 
Combination of a, or b, and d 
Combination of a, or b, and c and d (j tests) 
Combination of c and d ^ 
Other tests mentioned 



bize of Contract English 
Departmant Faculty 






Number reapondlng to 


Q. 6 






in) 


a. 


b. 0. a, e, i', g. 


h. i. 


J. 


k. 


1-5 Instructors 


6 




3 1 


1 






6 =10 Instructors 


8 


2 


3S/ 4 2 


1 






11 - 15 Instruotors 


17 




2 1 10 3 1 


1 2 


1 




16 - 20 Instructors 


1 


1 










21 - 25 Instruotors 


6 


1 


13 1 




1 


It/ 


26 - 30 Instructors 


8 


2 


2 3 


1 




34/ 

xi/ 


Over 30s Instructors 


4 


2 


12 1 


1 




3d/ 


Totals 


50 




5 2 2 Z/^ 9 2 


2 5 


2 


9 



1.4 1. J — ''"v. H«sowj.w« iiob Qiiierentiate between those aehoola 

which do not use a genaral entrance test and those school repreaentatlvei who ' 
failed to respond to this question, the ourrent college catalog, for each college 
in question, was searched for admisaion and entrance or placement test infoi^tion. 
This search revealed that 12 colleges in the sample do B2i require ,intranoe 

or plaeemint testa for admlasion to the collegB. ^ ^"we 

***The total of all responses is p-eater than the number of sehoola indicating they 
use a general entrance test because mai^ of these colleges accept scores from 
more than one standardized test. 

g/"Iowa Testa of Eduoatlonal Development becauae most feeder high schools dve it 
in the senior year." 

*f ^rSf*®*! consisting of the Nelson-Denny Reading Test, College Qualiiying 
Aeat iwWij and a siting sample. - 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ indicated the college is discontinuing the use of 
(STEpf : administer the Sequential Test of Iducatlonal Proppesa, English 

d/College Planning Profile. 
a/Davis Reading Test, 

i/lowa Tests of Educational Davelopment, Correotnesa and Appropriatenesa of 
Expreasion. (ITED #3) . ^ ' - 

g/All beginning freshman students must submit test scores from the California 
otate:;12th.:Grade':Tests, or from the ACT or 'SAl^^^--^^^^ — 



Footnotes Qont'd Table 6 Study of Placement-^Engllih Compoaition pg. ig 

i^/Aocept SAT Achievement Tests—lfrlting sample , 

^GuliQk Yocabula^ Test. "We require Bnterlng students (who plan to take more 
than six units} to take the Gulick Vocabulary Test. We haT© found that oorr©» 
lation \,dth probable success in some com'sea is as high as with the Coop test 
and the GCP»^both of whlGh are more cimbersomi (and expensive) , Some campus 
elements want 'no test and absolute self piacemenii without even a suggestion of 
placement by the institution.^" - - wj. 

j/Purdue English PlaGement . 



those colleges using a general entrance test, 22 colleges (45 percent) 
use a form of the SCAT itself or in combination with one or more other tests. 
m/AUnost one half {m%) of those eolleges reporting the use of a general entrance 
test accept the. scores from the ACT, 

* * » # « 

* * # # 



Tablo 7 



RespondGntB /innwers^^ to 'Mlueotlon Number 7i 
Do you givG your fjtudentn n reading test? 

a. Yas 

b . No 

c. Some otudents 

d* Use other avEiilable test scores 





.ze of Contract English 
Departiaent i'ncuJ.ty 




Nijmbe 


r "respondlnfi to 


Q. 7 


(n) 


a. 


b. 


c . 


d. 


1 


- 5 


Instructors 


9 


3 


4 


1 


1 


6 


- 10 


InBtructorn 


11 


1 


5 


5a/ 


0 


11 


- 15 


Instructors 


17 


5b/ 


7 


5 


0 


16 


- 20 


Instructors 


2 


1 


0 


1 


0 


21 


- 25 


Instructors 


e 


2 


30/ 


1 


2 


26 


- 30 


Instructors 




1 


2 


6 


0 


Ovei' 


30 Jnatructars 


6 


2 


1 


3 


0 


TotalK 


62 


16 (26^) 22 (35$) 21 3 (5^) 



This queition, as it appeared on the inquli^- fom, was dsslpied for a 
. yes-no response, but becauie of the many written oomnents to question seven, 
categories "o" and "d" were added when the reBponses were tabulated. 

a/One collage representative coranented, "We give a readinf test during the 
fourth or fifth week to 'compi studenti to help advise thea about readinff 
as a possible ooiu'se in the next quarter." m 
Another representative indioated that an* effort was being made at his oolleg© 
to augment or supplant the School and College Ability Test (SCAT) with the 
Nelson-Denny Reading Test. All freshman would be tested. 

b/Beginning with this semester (Spr, n3) for one college. 

c/Nejrt fall, one college plans to introduce a diagnostic reading test for all 
incoming students. 
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Table 7a 



Roapondents' Answers to Question Nujnber 7.1 
thooe responding affirmatively to question nimber 7) i. 

If y©Sj what test(s) (reading) do you give? 



c . 
d, 

f , 



AiTiGrlcan College Testing Pi^ogrfUii (ACT) 
'Cooperafive English Reading Comprehension Test 
I%vis Reading Test 
NelGon-Deri/^ Reading Test 
Purdue English Placement Test 
Science Research Associates (SRA) , Reading for 
Understanding 

Other tests mentioned one time 





Slge of Contract English 






i 

'res] 


Dondlng to Q, 


7.1 








Department Faculty 


(n) 


a. 


b. 


0. 


d. a. f. 








1 


5 Inetructors 


5 


1 


1 




2 








6 


* « 10 Instructors 


6 


1 






4 








11 


- 15 Instructors 


10 




3 




2 1 








16 


- 20 Insti'uctors 


2 








1 








21 


- 25 I ni true tors 


5 


1 


1 


2 


1 1 








26 


- 30 Instructors 


7 


1 


1 


1 


1 








Ove 


iT 30 Instructors 


5 




2 


1 


2 11 






Totals 


40 1 


.4 


S 


4 


13 2 2 




7 



Indicated more than one reading teet is used, the nujiibMr refjponding may not be 
the Btnm as the number (n) responding affirmatively to question number 7. 

a/lova Tests of Educational Development^ Social Science Reading (ITED #5) 

b/Sequential Testa of EduQational I^rogreEo (STliiP) , Heading. 

^^cGrath Test of Reading Skills. 

d/Gates MacGlnltie Reading Tests* 

Q/Stanfoi*d Achievement Tests | Reading, 

f/Callfornia Reading Test, 

a/Brown-Cottrell Phondcs Sur^vey, 



ERIC 
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TablQ 7b 

Respondents' Answer s^-^ to Question Nimber 7,2 
(Only those responding affii^inatively to question nmber 7) i 

Do you require otudents who score-^^ below average to take reading? 

a. Yes 

b. Recominend 

c. No 

d* Wo Response 



Siz'.e of Contract English 
Uopartment l<'aculty 






BesTOndlnff to Q. 


7.2 


(n) 


a. 


b. 


c. 


d. 


1 


- 5 


Instructors 


5 


3 


2 


0 


0 


6 


- 10 


Instructors 


6 


1 


3 


2 


0 


11 


= 15 


Instructors 


10 


■ 3 


3 


2 


2 


16 


- 20 


Instructors 


2 


0 


0 


2 


0 


21 


- 25 


InstructorB 


5 


2 


1 


1 


1 


26 . 


- 30 


Instructoi'S 


7 


2 


0 


3 


2 


Over 


30 Instructors 


5 


1 


0 


A 


0 


TotalG 


40 


12(30^) 9(23$)14,(35^) 5(12^ 



*Thls queatlon, as it appeared on the Inqulrjr fo™, ma daaigned for a yes-no 
response, but because of the naqr wrlttin coments to question seTen, □ategory 
"b" was added lAen this question was tabi;aated. 
**Only 16 of the oollege representatives rgisponded to a question conearning the 
exact cut off or peroentila score. Their anewBra ranged from the 10th to 
50th percentile and trom 6.0 to 12.6 grade placement aoore. The number of 
respondents involyed is too aaflll to proiilde eoncluslve data. It may be of 
Interest to note, however, the most frequantly mentioned sooras were the 30th 

percentile and 10th p'ade plaoonent, uus jw,,ii 



California Comraujilty Colleges Participating in 
a Smrvey of English Placement I¥actices 



Alameda J College of 
Bakersfield College 
Butte College 
Cabrillo Collage 
Canyons^ College of the 
Chabot College 
Citrus College 
Columbia Jimior College 
Compton College 
Crafton HJLlla College 
Cuesta College 
DeAnza College 
Desert, College of the 
Diablo Valley College 
El CaMno College 
Foothill College 
Gavllan College 
GroesmDnt CQllege 
ftertnell College 
Hancock, Allan College 




"^mple represents at least 72 
pereent of all the Cormiunity 
College Dlstrlets, These districts 
generate about 64% of the total 
fiscal ADA for Califomla Consn- 
unity Colleges77 



San Jose City College 
Santa Ana College 
Santa Monica College 
Santa Rosa Junior College 
Sequoias, College of 
Shasta College 
Slsklyous^ College of the 
Slqrline College 
Solano College 
Southwestern College 
Ventura College 
Victor Valley College 
West Los Angeles College 
Yuba College 



Imperial VaUey College 
Indian Valley Colleger 
Long Beach City College 



Los Angeles City College 
Los Angeles Valley College 
Marin, College of 
Merced College 
Merritt College 
Modesto Junior College 
Moimt San Antonio College 
Mount San Jacinto College 
Orange Coast College 
Palomar College 
Palo Verde Coilege 
Pasadena City College 
Porterville College 
Radwoodai College of 
Rio Hondo College 
Riverside City College 
Saddlebaok College 
San Bernardino Valley College 
San Diego City College 
San Ptancisco, City College of 
San Joaquin Delta College 

^Four respondents did not Identify their college affiliation. 
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